In this paper it is pointed out that the confusion arises from writing down the classical field in two different mathematical forms, one of which,
where CI(t-t') is the theta function, G(+) (G(-)) are the retarded (1) (advanced) Green's functions, 
where t., (tJ is the greater (lesser) of t and t'. Eq. (5) can be written out explicitly, a&t., .
In fact the integral from t to infinity can be recast as the integral __ from zero to infinity minus the integral from zero to t. Then on dropping the term containing the constant integral, the result is 
where the identity,
page 6 has been used. On recognizing that the integral from zero to t can be replaced by the intergral from zero to infinity if the term in brackets on the right side of Eq. (8) In summary the result depends critically on the order in which the limits are taken: a+-followedbyR+O or R+Ofollowedbyo+-.
The second choice leads to agreement with QED, while the first choice leads to the well known models of radiation reaction which are plagued by unphysical behavior (run-away and acausality).
Finally we demonstrate the classical-QED correspondence, which was first stated in [3] . First however we require the projection of A result identical to Eq. (11) has also been presented [3] .when the model is that for the linear oscillator rather than a two-level atom.
It is not surprising that the correspondence exists only when retardation is neglected in the QED field because here the distinction between a classical point particle and a quantum point particle described by a spatially distributed wave function is made.
What may be surprising however to a community which believes that quantum field theory is necessary to describe effects such as the 
